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1. COMMISSION ON ACCREDITATION FOR LAW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES 

(CALEA) ONSITE ASSESSMENT 

 
The Commission on Accreditation for Law Enforcement Agencies (CALEA) 
administers a law enforcement accreditation process that requires agencies to 
maintain compliance with contemporary standards in the following areas:  policy 
and procedures, administration, operations, and support services. 
 
The Cincinnati Police Department will host several CALEA assessors for an onsite 
assessment of the Department’s compliance with internationally accepted policing 
standards. 
 
The assessment will take place from August 12, 2006, through August 17, 2006.  
The assessment team leader is Chief Roy Liddicott of the Broward County, Florida, 
Sheriff’s Office.  Other assessors are Ms. Linda Dixon of the Prince George’s 
County, Maryland, Police Department and Mr. Brian Masterson of the Alameda 
County, California, Sheriff’s Office. 
 
The assessment team will visit as many districts, sections, and units as time allows 
so they may familiarize themselves with the Department and its personnel while 
also verifying compliance with CALEA standards.  The assessors will review 
documents, interview employees, ride with officers, and conduct a public hearing. 
 
Department personnel are to extend all assessment team members the same 
respect, courtesy, cooperation, and support due any Cincinnati Police Department 
command officer. 

 

                2. NEW FORM 95, VOLUNTARY DISCLAIMER OF INTEREST AND OWNERSHIP 
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New Form 95, Voluntary Disclaimer of Interest and Ownership, has been created to 
assist officers when seizing US currency from a suspect.  For example, this form is 
to be used when a suspect states the money is not his.  This will assist officers from 
the Asset Forfeiture Program if the suspect tries to make a claim of ownership when 
the case is brought to court. 

    
Officers will exercise due caution when obtaining a signature on a Form 95 from a 
person who is in police custody in order to ensure that the signed disclaimer is not 
the product of coercion.  Officers must also take steps to ensure that the person 
signing the form fully understands the terms of the disclaimer and is not prohibited 
from doing so by means of any language barrier or physical/mental handicap. 

    
Attached to these Staff Notes is the legal opinion from the Law Department 
regarding the development and use of the Form 95.  Any questions regarding this 
form may be directed to Sergeant Bridget Bardua, Central Vice Control Section, at 
line 564-2237. 

    
To access the Form 95, open the Word application. Select “New” in the file menu, 
select “General Templates” on the right-hand side of the screen and click on F95. 

tlind
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                3.  LEGAL OPINION – OHIO SUPREME COURT RULING 

 

State v. Farris, 109 Ohio St.3d 519, 2006-Ohio-3255 
 
Farris was stopped for speeding by a state trooper. After approaching the vehicle, 
the trooper noticed the smell of marijuana coming from inside the car. The trooper 
had Farris sit in the cruiser and searched his vehicle. The trooper found cigarette 
papers and a marijuana pipe in the trunk of Farris’ vehicle. Farris was charged with 
possession of drug paraphernalia and was found guilty. Farris appealed, stating the 
search of his trunk did not fall under the “automobile exception” of the warrant 
requirement.  
 
The Ohio Supreme Court has ruled that the trunk and passenger compartment of 
an automobile are subject to different standards of probable cause to conduct 
searches. “The odor of burnt marijuana in the passenger compartment of a vehicle 
does not, standing alone, establish probable cause for a warrantless search of the 
trunk of the vehicle.” 
 
The court now states that the automobile exception to the warrant requirement does 
not extend beyond the passenger compartment of the vehicle, absent factors 
beyond the smell of marijuana.  

 

4. THANK YOU LETTERS 
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Attached to these Staff Notes are several letters of appreciation and praise written 
to the Police Chief for the professionalism displayed by our Department and 
specifically the following officers: 
 
Captain Kenneth Jones Captain Richard Schmalz 
Lieutenant Gary Brown Lieutenant Stephen Kramer 
Sergeant Anthony Wagers Sergeant Richard Antwine 
Police Officer Kevin Newman Police Officer Jeremy Randolph 
Police Officer Kenneth Kober Police Officer Donald Jordan 
Police Officer Kathleen Newsom  





 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 



 




